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standing that the adopter (a son of the testator) was at the
time of the adoption domiciled in Washington (g) and by the
law of that state the adoption had the effect of making an
adopted child "to all intents and purposes, the child and legal
heir of the adopter or adopters, entitled to all the rights and
privileges and subject to all the obligations of a child of the
adopter or adopters begotten in lawful wedlock."

The subject of adoption of children has both domestic and
conflict of laws aspects.    From the purely domestic point of
view the trend of modern legislation has set unequivocally in the
direction of giving effect to the obvious social desirability of
making provision for the adoption of children.   A new status,
that of an adopted child, has been created by statute.    There
has been less unanimity, however, on the subsidiary questions
whether an adopted child should be considered within the
description of a "child** in a domestic will or settlement and
what an adopted child's succession rights should be.    Again
from the conflict point of view there is lack of unanimity on
the two questions whether domestic adoption should be limited
to domestic cases, as, for example on the basis of the domestic
domicile   of   the  adopter   or   the   domestic  domicile   of  the
adopted child, and whether recognition should be granted in
one country to the status of a child adopted under the law
of the adopter's   (or adopted child's)   foreign domicile.    In
connection with the latter question arise also the same subsid-
iary questions already mentioned from the domestic point of
view, namely, as to the meaning of "child" in a will or settle-
ment and as to the succession rights of an adopted child.    The
question of succession rights is especially complicated from the
conflict point of view because it may involve the double ques-
tion of rights of succession to the estate of the natural parent
as well as rights of succession to the estate of the adopted
parent.    It is true that in the judgment of the Supreme Court
of Canada in In re Donald it was denied that the case involved
a question of status (hJ, but it is to be observed that the testa-
tor died on April 17, 1922, and a reporter's note (i) draws

(g) In re Dotuald, in the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan,
[1928] 4 D.L.R. 771, [19283 3 W.W.R. 388. The fact is not specifi-
cally stated in the judgment of the Supreme Court of Canada, and
was apparently regarded as immaterial in that court.

(h) And it was asserted that the case involved only a question as
to the meaning of "child" in a will or settlement. Some observa-
tions on this question will he made later in the present comment.

(i)  [19293 S.C.R. 306.